


t believer in Calvinistic notions of atonement. But not- 
withstanding this, according to bis just and prydent 


: Vehement in semonstrance 
: called, was the theme of talk and lamentation among 
. his recent intimate and loving, but new forbiding and 
. Suthoritative brethren; and soon he and his church 
» were excluded from the Kent and Sussex yearly Aseo- 


‘ @iation termon that year; but to prevent his doing 


- Was an excommunication sermon. 
» that he and his supposed heresy were the subjects ot, 


' insisted on the pernicious nature and tendency of here- 


" Ggnorant of us and Israel acknowledye us not ; thou. 


"from everlasting.” 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


‘WILLIAM VIDLER. . 
(Continued from page 134.) 


Ffis present change of views respected principally 
the efficacy of the death of Christ, amd the extent of 
- redemption: he still. remained a Trinitaghan and a 


expectation, almost every pulpit in the kingdgth was 
shut against him. He received letters of expostula- 
tion and reproach from every side. , Mr. Fuller was 
His apoetacy, as it war 


siation.. He had been appointed to preach the asso- 


this, the ministers met the preceding day and expelled 
bim. Mr. Middleton of Lewes, one of his old friends. 
‘Was appointed to preach this sermon im hie stead, I 
Mr. Vidler finding 
it, arose and stood up doring its delivery. The speaker 
sy; but feeling fearful his hearers wonld conclude 
that those who maiptained it were bad men, he cau 

tioned them against such a supposition, adding, ‘so far 
from it. hevetees are sometionce tlie holiest and best of 
men ; bul they are the more dangerous on that account. _ 
At thie Me. Vidler bowed. Qu the Sabbath after be 
preached a sermon of encouragement to his rejected 
people from that well known passage in Isaiah, so ea- 

sity applied to their circumstauces and feelings; 
“Doubtless thou art our Father, though Abraham be 


O Lerd, art our Father, our Redeemer ; thy name is 


Having embraced Universalism, he wassoon led into 


sad Seappenionen nh Sieaaeiennenienon oan! 
celebrated. fle had always bese av hovest arid in- 
ceesant searcher after troth, anid & fearless avower and 
defencer of it wpen conviction. And Providence had 
wo ordered things that hitherte thie commendable 
course ef conduct, had onthe whole effected his 

poral as well as his spiritual advantase. But an ex- 


jcontrary direction. Not that he lost: his noble inde-| 


pendence , not his insatiable thiret for truth,, 
nor hig ha of patient and candid inquiry, his fear- 
lessness in’ fing bis Opinions, nor his ability in 4e- 


are sorry to say, that these rave and exalted princi- 
ples, these commendable qualities and habits were the 
reason why they and their pastor were disunited and 
hie flatiering successes interrupted, 

In January, 1797, Mr. Vidler im connexion with a 
Mr. Tuelon, with whom. he was then a copartner in 
the bookselling busipess, began ta pablish “The Uni- 
rersalisi’s Miscellany, or-Philanthropist's Museums— 


Intended chiefly as an antidote ageinat the antichrestian 


this work, a controversy * én. the » form of letters, was 


* As ibis controversy has eRcited considerable in 
hens the followiag accoant of it aay not be uninter- 
esting. 

It was commenced th the followir r manier: When| 
Mr. Vidler became a Universalist, Mr. F. weote hit a'| fining 
private Jetter, which wae not answered at the time in 
consequence of Mr. V."s multiplied engagements. 
when Mr. V. commenced his periodical work. as 
F.’s letter had appeared in the E 
over a ficticious signature, and a? it was well Known to 
many, hy whom gnd to whom it Wae written, be ad- 
dressed a letter to Mr. F. in rely, 8 aa cond late 
ed in the Ist and 24 numbers. 
matter laid for mote than two 












acquaintance with Mr. Winchester, who had acquired 


a celebrity i in Fngland, and had gathered a large Con-yqgmned was published in the a 
Mr. take an explanation concerning 


gregation in London, the place of his residence. 
Winchester frequently travelled into various parts of 
Engtand as suitable opportunities offered for the pro- 
mulzation of his sentiments. He was now led to visit 
Battle, and henceforth a cerdial intimacy existed be- 
tween him and Mr. Vidler. Inthe month of Febrvary, 
41794, on account of Mr. W.’s ill health, Mr. Vier 
went up to London & officiated to the great satisfaction 
of the Universalists there ; who on Mr. W.’s mysterious 
departure for his native land, uvanimously invited Mr. 
Vidler to come to London and keep the congregation 
together till Mr. W. was heard of. It was with diffi- 
culty he was perevaded to leave his society at Battle, 
dear to him as children whom he had nourished and 
brought up in the faith ;- but judging from a pecuniary 
arrangement which he made between the two socie- 
ties, that his removal would be beneficial to both; he 
finally went to London. But he divided his services 
between Battle aod London until November, 1796, 
when he removed his family to the latter place. 

We must now look at Mr. Vidler as standing at 
the head of the Univefsalists in England. He attract. 
ed scarcely less attention than Mr. W. bad. Crowds 
flocked to the Chapel ia Parliament Court te hear the 
newly settled ministervot Universal Restoration. The 
dSrightest prospects opeued to the view of the —_— 


sion Mr. F. had made in the 


‘wat cheerfully given to the public, with 
that it was hoped he would be heard from’ ate 

and with an allusion tothe letter in . 
the Miscelian . Walia aoa swe 


twe months 
able spirit ; and pom Ag with some 


 commequence of Mr, 
carried on te the close. 
We find in tliis'as in the mest of 
frequent deviation ftom the main subjec 
smatiet things, and Mr. V. mistook iv ti 
under any obligation to follow his 
digressions. is practice re com the controve 
and rendered it much less interesti The principal 
subjects: of discussion were the ification of the 


Greek word aion and its teriagtives ;. the Hy ai, by 


which this signification in 
of the antagonists ; the ' 


termined ; the 
scriptures ‘they quote ia of rer 


Mr. Fuller wae by no meansa weat antagonist: very 
few writers on that side have Gove better than he. —- 


haughty and irascible spitit: Mr. Vidter 
with patience and meekness, never. 
He meets the arguments of his opposer fairty, : 
erally wields the weapons of truth is a skilfal am 
His brethren had no reason to be a 
ner ia which he conducted his part-of 
He treated his Sein g — 








amination of tis life will convince any one, that hence { 
forth with very few exceptions thing are tending in a 


fending theal. No: for the London Oniveresticts we| 


ter, before Mentioned in this Memoit. The letters on 


ag} each siete were Collected and republished in pamphlets 


in the years 1802 and 1803, by Mr. Vidler. There 
wasa great propriety in giving these letters a ex- 
tended circulation side by side. Mr. Vidler had sig- 
nified to Mr. Fuller that when the tentroversy was 
closed, of which he begged Mr. F. to give him wotice, 
he had resolved to republish in a separate work ali 
the Tetters on éach side. While he was waiting for 
Mr. Fs determination, behold, that gentleman’s let- 
ters are seut before the public unaccompanied by Mr. 
Vidler’s? Mir. C. Ferram' also, who was curate of Long 
Sutton, in’ Liticoushire, under the fictitious title of 
“Serutator,” had published “Letters fo an Universalist ; 
Containing @ reriew of the Controrersy between Mr. 
Vidler and Mr. Fuller, on the doctrine of Universal Sal- 
vation.” This was represented by a reviewer at the 
time a: a defamatory and highly partial production. 
Of Mr. Vidige’s periodical work it may be proper to 
mentien that five volumes@vere published under the title 
iret assumed, in as many successive years, It is chang- 
ed at the 6th selume, which appeared as the “*Unirer- 
sal Theological Magacine, ed for the Free Dis- 
cussion ef all Religigng Subjects, te which Persons of 


every Denominafien are inviled : being @ continuation 
of the Universalist’s Miscellany.” Two volumes were 


doctrine of Endless Misrry.” Ip the first volumes het published ip @ year for two years, when the title was 


‘again ‘te “The Universal Theological Maga- 
sine Review : New Series.” Of this Se- 
ried ‘Gére wate four volumes ending with the year 
pce making in all, from the commencement, in 1797, 
en eélumés, thin Byo. ‘The: work from the be- 
} Wie wot very well supported; and it was 
by Mr. Vidier's frietids that be excelled tu 
Toothiag C) littte ab in the editorship of a periodical 
+ | worl, Wie I labors closed when the work 
ended. By = pecuniary arrangement with him, the 
Monthly * wav instituted as a Continyation in 
Of bis work. 

























) | The frat Nor 
concesing Hiv comune ea ) 


.’s it] health, the Sellocvorsy 3 iw jt 


teme and the tendencies of their doctrines. | hie 


But it is painful to see that be sometioes man a | Andover 










"Sica, Bre 


ign res concluded im our next.) 


ad Thin work ht evn continued to the present day. 
Nov & it in Feb. 1806; and now 
Hh contaiviog the numbers 
ed. Wis patrovised prin- 

ins, Who, ia England, are mostly 
b, aod teat ng conducted upog 
| my iry. The doc- 
many able ad- 
3 abd im some hans of ithe latter numbers a con- 
been agit ‘With respect to the ques- 
the pains of 'e be not alone Ts 

menkind, 





neti ge 


letters entire in the Miscellany and per- 
abroad on every side sometimes for 


4 emt 
pow with great honor to himself, his 
sane eeliiatatley as pregnant with vigor and sound ar- 
$n gee former ones. He has not only 
| thie whole controversy a decided advantage 
over bis opponent as it respects the general agreement 
rtd, sentiments alien scri 8; but as it respecte 
2s ape as to their knowl- 
ey were about equal. 
rey edge the rin Hoge th beep republished at 


Aaibver, Mass. in a cara! tract, to which a a patient re- 


: ply was s by Bev. Seth Stetson, now of Salen. 


. Me a 


weeeiwed. and for sule at this office, two dis- 

y @efivered at Providence;R. 1. by Br. David 

. One, at the Dedication of the New C hapel, 

the other; onthe Pasable of the unjust ste ward. —~ 
36 cents. 
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“UNIVERSATASM DISPROVED, 
‘ BY A NEW PROCESS OF REASONING. 


“Let the wicked forsake his way, and the unrighteous 
man his thoughls, and let him return undo the Lord, 
and he will have mercy upon him, and to our God, 
for he well abundantly PARDOoN.’*—Isa. lv. 7, 


lt is evident from this passage, and from hundreds o 
others to be found in the Bible, that God will bestow 
pardon upon the lruly penilent. This isthe truth (and 
it is one which I presume no denomination of Chris- 
tians has ever pretended to call in question) on* which 
} shall chiefly rely, in-disproving the doctrine of Uni- 
versal Salvation. . 


It is well known to those, who have had much ac. 


quaiptance with the believers in this doctrine, that 
there is a great diversity in their religious sentiments. 
They all agree, to be sure, in the general conclusion, 
that the whole human race will firally be saved ; but 
ih their modes of arriving at; this conclusion, they differ 
variously, and widelye ‘It, isymy. Gutention to disprore 
their, several schemes, by comparing them with the 
universally acknowledged truth, that God will besiow 
pardon upon the truly penitent. 

Some have supposed that there is no stn in the world, 
of in the ‘anivérse. “Every man,” say they, *tauswers 
the pacticular end for which he was made. Every man 
accomplishes the work, which. it was ‘intended he 
should accomplish, One man performs the will of 
God as much as another. Whatever is, is right— 
morally right.” ° The éon@usion is, therefore, that all 
siren will be sared)+But if there’is no sin in the world, 
why does(God propose pardon to the penitent? Do 
not pardon, and penitence necessarily imply crime and 

ailt? . Who.ever was. pardoned, that had committed 
no offence? The fact, that God proposes pardon to 


‘the penitent, is proof conclusive that men are sinners ; 
e that they have violated, not indeed his general purpo- 


a 


* 


«ses, but bis Jaws ; and that the scheme. of universal 
salvation, which is founded on the supposition that there 
ig no siv. in the world, is wholly a delusion. . 

Some have supposed that all men are sinners; but 
that every sin brings its own puni-hment directly along 
with it. Every one soffers as much at he deserves, ip 
the adversities’ and@ ills of the present life ; so that 
when the syfferings of the present life are: past. all suf- 


_ fering ia ended. «There is nothing to.be feared-beyond 


the grave. — But God, we have seep, proposes pardon 
to the penitent. Pardon implies, not only crime and 
guilty but exposure to punishment. The very act of 


* Nestowing pardon, is the act of freeing the person fe- 


PEt ane sey tet At Ts te See gots 


ceiving it from dus liability to suffer deserved punish- | Convey this idea to others. 
Such is the nature of this act, beth as it occurs } punishment is therefore wholly gratuitous.” 
among men, and as spoken of in the word of God. | Scriptures, it will not be doubted, cortain offers of par- | 


ment. 


What then ie the proper punishment of sin? . What is 
the punishment to which all sinners.are liable previous 
to pardoy, and. from which pardon frees those who 
repent ? Is it indeed the adversities and ills of the pres 
ent life? But who are free from these? And. on. this 
ground, who are pardoned? And, as God promises 
pardon to those who repent, who are, the penitent ? 
Where are the favoured few, who are to. snffer no more 
sickness, no more disappointments or troubles, so Jone 
as they live? Ifthe troubles of this life constitute the 
proper punishment of sin, manifestly none either are, 
or ever were, or ever will be, pardoned. And unless 
the promises of God are broken, none ever were, or 
will be penitent. To such absurdities are we driven, 
by supposing sin to bring all its deserved punishment 
with it, in the present life. 

Some have coneidered femporal death as the proper 
punishment of sin. They suppose this was the ‘eath 
threatened to our first parents in Paradise ; and that 
this constitutes the penalty of the divine law. And 
when it is said in the Scriptures, “*The soul that sin- 
neth, it shall die.” ‘The wages of sin is death,” &c. 
they understand thisof/emporal death. Consequently 
they infer, that when temporal death is suffered, all is 
suflered. ‘There is nothing to be endured or feared 
beyond it. Bot how will this sentiment compare with 
the divine promises of pardon to the penitent? If tem- 
poral death is the proper punishment of ein. who are 
the pardoned? Who are the penitent? Who are, or 
ever were, or ever will be, exempt from their liability 
to suffer temporal death? Weare driven, therefore, 
to the same absurdity as before. We must see and 


say, either that temporal death is not the proper deserv- 
ed punishment of sin, or that penitence and pardoa_ 
















é nkini gre sinners, but but they'come fo this conglusfon by very-different, and 
that Christ has suffered the penalty of the law, and in some cases, by totally opposee routes. - Their va- 
cancelled all the demands of justice, in their stead. rious modes of arriving at it involve systems of relig- 
Consequently the law, they say, is satisfied ; justice ious belief, the midst diverse and irreconcilable: One, . 
hag no more claims, and all of every character gre sure for instance, builils his Universalism upon the prinei- 
of heavens But if this sentiment be true, what mean ple, that there is no sin in the world; while another 
the frequent proposals of pardon, which God has builds, his upon the opposite principle, that we are 
thade, and is making, to the penitent? .1f Christ has great sinners, but that Christ has pak the whole debt, 
suffered the full penalty of the law, in the place of and set us free. One tells us that théré is nd such 
men, for what do they stand in need of pardon? Par- thing as future punishment; while another asserts, that 





{| don frees those who receive it from deserved punish- the wicked will be punished in the other world, until 


ment. . But if all the punishment of ‘sinners has been they are brought to repentance, and thus prepared to 
suffered already, in Christ their substitute. then they be released. Some think, that all will be saved 
cannet be freed from farther deserved punishment. I[n, through the merits of Christ ;. and others, that the in- 
other words, they cannot on thisground, be pardoned. terposition of Christ, except as a mere religious teach- 
There is no room for pardon. It isastrue, therefore, asit er, Was unnecessary. Yet we hear of no disputing 
is that God proposes pardon to the penilent, that Christ among these different classes of Universalists. They 
did not suffer the penalty of the law for men, and that ; associate together with as much harmony, as though 
neither all men, nor any, can on this ground be saved. , they were perfectly avited in one mind’and judgment. 
Christ suffered enough to magnify the broken law and | Indeed, it is not uncommv>d for the sate’ individual’to 
make it honorable—to manifest’ to the full the divine | slide from one of these schemes to another,: in, the 
disyleasure at-sin—to answer all those purposes in the’) course of a few days, and even in the course of.a sin 
divine goveroment, which could have been answered ;gle conversation, as though the distance between 
by inflicting deserved punishment upon our guilty race; | them was anperceived, and of na accougt, From facts 
but he did not suffer the penalty of the law, or Cancel | like these, it is not, I think, uncandid fo conclude, 
the debt of justice, for auy man living. | that with most Univeredlists thé great objéct is, not&o 

It is the opinion of many, that mankind are sinners, | ™Uch to discover truth, as to support a Jarorite point, 
and must repent, and that all will finally be brought to| The general conclusign, is established first ; and the 
repentamte. Those who do not repent in this life, or | @&4ns of arriving at it are regarded as of minor imper- 
in death, will be punished hereafter till they dorepent. | ‘@nce- ‘The point is fixed at once that all must be 
And that degree of punishment which is necessary in | saved ; and he who can gain this desired pomt hy*the 
order to bring them to repentance, and thus prepare ishortest and best method, is entitled of tourte te the 


them for happiwess, is the proper punishment of their highest praise.—No wonder Umiversalist® are for the 


sins. © But Goll proposes pardon to the penitent ; or, in | MOSt part, Uneasy in their minds, (The solemn triljing, 
other words.-he: proposes lo exempt those who repent, |!" which they induige, is not of a nature to bring ggst 
from their liability to suffer the due reward of their |!9 the soul. As the sand under their feet is continugl- 
deeds. But onthe supposition before us, persons suf ,!¥ Siving way, they must continue struggling, or (Wry 
fer the due reward of their deeds, previous to repent-, USt sink. But what will they do, when their sanity 
ance. The proper panishment of their, sins, is that de- | foundation is all gone—when the season of trifling is 
gree of punishment, which is requisite in order to bring | forever past—aud when, in the light of another word, 
them to repentance. ‘Jhey suffer all they deserve, be despised, dreaded truth is poured in upon their con- 
fore they repent. How then can they be pardoned a/- ; SC#eBCes, 1 OnE resistless and eternal stream! P 


fer they repent? For what do they stand in need ved 








don to the penilent, In other words, they promise, on 
condition of repentance, exemption from some deserved 
punishment. What then is this puvishment? If it is 
not future punishment, it must be present, temporal 
punishment. But from what present, temporal pun- 
ishment, are the penitent exempt, more than the im- 
penitent? Both drink alike, here on earth, of the cup 
of sorrow. Both share alike the disappointments, and 
troubles, and illsof life. Beth fail alike, by one means 
or another, before the stroke of the “king of terrors.” 
So far as temporal things are concerned, ‘‘all things 
come alike to all—there is one event to the righteous, 
and to the wicked.” If then there is no such thing as 
future punishment, who are the pardoned? And 
where, on this ground, is the mighty difference in point 


pardon? They have nothing more to suffer. They 
have received already the proper punishment of their FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
sins. These remarks render it plain, that we must} REPLY TO THE FOREGOING. 
either renounce the promises of pardon to the penitent, | . 
or We must renounce the ided, that the proper punish-; No doubt some who read this paper may be of opih- 
ment of sin is that degree of punishment which is ne- | ion that the reasoning contained in the foregoing, and 
cessary in order to bring sinners to repentance. *\the arguments which the’ writer depends on as being 
_ It has been asserted, as a ground of universal salva- | amply sufficient to overthrow the doctrine of Universal 
yon, (hak tne cenivary ie gyrd much as intimated in/ calyation, are too weak and inconsistent to require or 
the Scriptures. “The idea of future punishment never; * " 
once eutered the minds of the sacred writers; nor |} deserve an answer. But such should reflect, that the 
have they used a single expression, which is fitted to | minds of #thers may not, even, at this day, have ai- 
The supposition of future | rivedtothat salutary degree of discernment which eva- 
But the | bles those who enjoy it to detect the false reasoni: g 
which is so very palpable in this piece of labor, de- 
‘signed to maintain the doctrine of endless punishment. 
We have no reason to doubt, that the author was sat- 
isfied, that his arguments were sound; and it is very 
probable that the editor of the ReconpER AND TELE- 
GRAPH was satisfied also that Universalism is refuted, 
or why should he voluntarily expose what he consider- 
ed fallacious, when he must know it would operate 
against the cause in which he is engaged? Nor is it 
at all likely that the author and the editor are the 
only persons in community, who are incapable of dis- 
cerning, without assistance, the unsoundness of the ar- 
guments which they have presented to the public; 





of circumstances, between those who repent, and those 
who remain impenitent ? 

It wili be obvious, I think, without pursuing this 
train of remark further, that the principle assumed at 
the commencement of this discussion, contains within 
itself a perfect refutation of nearly all the schemes of 
universal salvation which have ever been devised — 
Only let a person admit (what I suppose no one who 
believes the Bible is unwilling to admit} that God will 
bestow pardon upon the truly penitent—let him follow 
this single truth out, and be consistent— and he cannot 
be a Universalist. He cannot stop short of believing, 
that the proper punishment of sin—that to which we 
are all liable jyevious to pardon, and from which par- 
don frees us,—is elernal punishment, 

It appears from what has been said, that there are 
several sorts of Universalists. Among those thus de- 
nominated, there is a great diversity of religious senti- 


many of their readers no doubt feel as much assured 
as they do, that the arguments of this autbor «re un- 
answerable. In fact it has been stated that some have 
expressed their conviction that this piece is a fair refu+ 
tation of Universalism. ° 

It is presumed that the candid will acknowledge 
that the foregoing considerations form a sufficient apol- 
ogy for an attempt to show this advocate of endless pun- 
ishment, and others, who allow his reasoning, whereia 
his arguments are incorrect, and the ground he has 
taken untenable. 

This writer professes to be acquainted with the va- 
rious views which Universalists entertain, and there- 
fore attempts to overthrow the whole by showing that - 
the text, on which he relies, is directly opposed to all 
and every:system on which the belief of Universal Sal- 





mevt. They are agreed, to be sure, in the general 





are uwokoown ip the religious concerus of men. 
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conclusion, that the human family are ali to be saved ; 


‘vation is predicated. 
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“The firet achome of Universal Rutontion: ‘which this. 
writer overthrows is established on the hypothesis, 
that there is 06 sin in the world, that whatever is, is 
‘ morally ‘right. There is good reason to believe, that 
‘ this statement was the effect of a want of information, 


The writer of this reply, though much conversant with. 


“Universalists for more than ‘thirty years, has never 
found any author who built his belief of the doctrine 
on this hypothesis. It is true this writer has connected 
‘another idea with this hypothesis, which many Uuiver- 
salists as well as Calvinists fully believe, viz. That 
“every man answers the’ particular end for which he 
was made, &c.”’ All predestinarians believe this, the 
Orthodox as much as Universalists ; but neither of them 
contends that there is vo mora) wrong in the world. 
The next scheme of doctrine, which this writer at- 
tempts to disprove, by the fact that God proposes to 
‘pardon the penitent, supposes “that all men are sin- 
pers; bat that every sin brings its own punishment 
directly along with it, &c.” In order to show that 
- this scheme is not correct, this writer was under the 
necessity of informing his readers that pardon necess? 
rily frees “the person who receives it from his liability 
to suffer deserved punishment.” Here the reader is 
requested to make a pause, and carefully cast in mind 
the question, whether this statement be correct. This 
advocate of endless punishnevt was evidently sensible 
that his argument depended entirely on this, -his expo- 
sition of the word pardon, But this being the case, is 
it not worthy of remark, thatrbe should give this expo- 
sition no other support than barely his own assertion? 
Is this. whole Subject, after all the impartance which 
has been attached to it, not worth one quotation? Sur- 
prising! It is really mortifyiug to meet with such at- 
tacks. Oar antagonist comes forward with as high 
preteusions and ay great seeming confidence as did Pe- 
ter the hermit, who undertook a crusade to deliver Je- 
rusalem and the holy sepulchre from the hands of infi- 
dels, and informs the public that he is going to pros- 
_ trate the whole phalanx of Universalists**by a new pro- 
cess of reasoning =’ but the moment he conies to a 
point on which he knows his all depends, 
the weight of his own assertion, and that is all! 


It is by no means improper to inform this writer that | 


he is quite ip a mistake to call his process of reasoning 
anew one. Bold and unsupported assertions are no 
new things. They have been in use as long as_error 
has been supported. - 

That this exposition of pardon, on which our writer 
depends to disprove Universal Salvation, is Contrary to 


UNIVERSALIST | MACEREES an 





that those Colossians, who hid beew dead i in sin, 1s had 
obtained forgiveness of ull their treepasses. “Let thit 
fact, reader, lie. in your understanding by the side o/ 
the fact which has been fully proved,’ that God ren, 
ders to every one according to his works, and then 
you will-see that this writer’s exposition of fenen is 
directly opposed to the soeteinony of divihe’ inspi- 
ration. 

The unhappy fact, respecting our opponent, is this; 
he is too little aoquainted with the scriptures, and too 
much under the influence of popular prejudices to 
reason correctly on the subject in which he has en- | 
gaged. If his acquaintance with the scriptures had | 
been such as would have justified his undertaking, he| 
could not have written his exposition ef pardon, with- | 
out bringing to his recollection that beautiful passage re- | 
corded Isaiah xl. 2, *Speak ye comfortably to Jerusa- | 
lem, and cry nnto her, that her warfare is accomplish: | 
ed, that her iniquity is pardoned ; for she hath receiv- | 
ed of the Lord’s hand double for all her sips.” | What | 
fact does this passage state in support of the assertion | 
that the iniquity of Jerusalem was-pardonéed? Answer, 
the fact that she had already received of the ‘Lord’s 
hand doutjle for ali ber sine. 

Having now entirely removed the very foundation 





seems unnecessary to.labor to show that each particu- 
lar part of his supersiructure isalsoremoved. Having 
a‘clear understanding of the fact, that the sinner, who 
is forgiven or pardoned ig alsoduly recompeused ac- 
| cording to all his offencer, the whole argument of our 


ihe has applied it. And yet if his exposition of pardon 
find support ; 
ance as well as the remission of sins, it is just as easy | 
for him to give repentance to all men as to any. And 
this writer will do wellto.consider, that it is sin which , 
obtains remission, not deserved punishment. 





salism, may be consifered view. He contends that the 


that all men cannot be saved. Very well; tet this, 


live to this subject, if in place of proposing to pardon 





| that he would uot pardon the penitent ? 


scripture is fully proved by «a multitude of passages, of | writer be willing to allow, that if God wouid not par- 


which the following are a sample: Ro». ii. 6, *sW ~~ 
will render to every man according to his deeds.” 
Col. iii, 25, “But he that doeth wrong shall receive 


‘the penitent, theu all men would be saved? No, | 


_ surely he would not; for he contends that without 
; pardon the siuner caunot be saved. What does the | 


on which our opposer rested his whole argument, it | 
‘gestions, that 
and that they fly, from one scheme to another ta main- 


opponent is clearly refuted; and his text shown to| 
have no force in a single point of argument, to whiéh | 
misery Bestows on Universalists of various systenrs, 

were allowed, his main arguinent would not thereby though it seems to be handed out rather in form of 
for as Jesus was exalted to give repent- accusation. le allows that we all go on in hi: armovy 


for the sake of thé argument, be granted; and then: 
we will ask, what he would have contended for, reia- 
| it of Christ, to unite in charity and rejoice together in 
the penitent, God had given us positive iniormation, | that great trath in which we all agree, than to embjit- 
Would this | 


stondy: waishall all be waved Tstouy:; ; or r that though 
the sinnér inay be ‘pubisted in the fature state, that 
puttishment will finally effect Wis repentance and sal- 

vatio& need not here be particularly noticed, because 
if his exposition of pardon is clearly disproved. then his 
text is shown not to apply to his subject in any case, 
It seems ‘proper, however, to remind him, that he has, 
himself, overthrown his own scheme. 
ment whieh foilows ; “Christ suffered enough to maz- 
nify the broken law and make it honorable to manifest 
to the full the divine displeasure at sin-—to answer ail 
those purposes in the divine government, which could 
have been answered by it ficting deserved punishnent 
upon our guilty*race.”’ If we allow this statement, 

can any thing be more evedent, than that the infliction 
of eternal punishment can answer no purpose in the 

divine government? He says, that “Christ suffered 
enough to answer all the purposes in the divine gor- 
ernment, which could have been answered by iuflict- 
ing deserved punishment upon our guilty race.”’— 
Then surely, to inflict deserved punishment upon our 
guilty race, can answer no purpose in the divine gov- 
Thus he prostrates all which be has, with 


See his state- 


ernment. 


| great care, and with the assistance of his ‘*new process¢”’ 
f 
endeavored to set up. 


Nothing need be said in reply to this writer's sug- 
Universalists are uneasy in their minds, 


tain their doctrine, All this is done for the want of 
sound argument, and only proves that he would be 
willing to asperse whom he cannot convince. 

Some acknowledgement may be due for the favora- 
ble comthendation, which this advocate tf endless 


‘one. with another, notwithstanding our views are so 
different—This we accept as a commendation, and 
‘hope we may be able to justify the represent-tion by 
our future conduct. It is true that Universalists hare 


Perhaps there is eve sense, in which the ‘“process,"” various views respecting the ways and means and 
he gives it ‘by which this writer has attempted to disprove Univer- | tines, which, in the councils of heaven, regard the fi- 
nal happiness of all mankind ; 
fact that God proposes.to.pardon the penitent proves| Confident that God's ways, means and times are ail 
established in infinite wisdom, and that our different 


but we feel so entirely 


views can never change any of them, that we think it 
far more reasonable and more consistent with the spir- 


ter our christian race with discord and mutual recrimi- 
nations. 

Suppese a whole family is on a journey, from* New- 
England to the western country, where the provident 


| father has vested a large sum in landed estate, where 


for the wrong which he hath done ;- and there is no! Whole amount to? Answer, this writer has found aj he purposes to settle for the remainder of his life. Le 


respect of persous.”” 
others of the same import,clearly maintain what St 
Paul gives us to understand in the following passaze. 
Heb. ii. 2, 3, “For ii the word spoken by angels was 
steadfast, and every trangression and disobedience re- 
ceived a just reccompenbse of reward ; how shai! we.es- 
cape, if we negiect so great salvation?” ‘The plain 
sense of this last passage is, that every transgression 
and disobedience, committed under the law dispensa- 
tion, did, under that dispensation, receive a just recom- 
- pense of reward ; and that being a matter of fact, it is 
impossible that avy cap escape under the dispensation 
of the gospel. What think you now, reader, of this 
writer’s exposition of pardon 2 If what the scriptures 
assert is true, and this writer’s assertion be true also, 
every ove must see, that God never did ner ever will 
' pardon a single soul who has sioned! But the Scrip- 
tures: *. fully maintain the doctrine of pardop or for- 
_ giveness as they maintain the doctring 9h positive, uoi- 
versal and impartial retribution. See Cal..ij, 13, ** And 
you, being dead in your sins, and the uncireumcision 
of your flesh, hath he quickened together wilh hiw, 
having forgiven you all trespasses.” Here We learn 


which the opposite of itself maintains ! 
St. Peter says, “God is uot willing that avy should | 


But how does this writer’s argument reply to this pas- 
sage? If all should come to repentance, then all 


cause God proposes to pardon the penitent! St. Paul 


writer contends that this cannot be done, because God | 
proposes to pardon the penitent! God says, by Isaiah, | 


for 1 am God, and there is. none else.”? But this wri- | 


to pardon the penitent! Well, could all be saved if 
God would dot pardon the pevitept? No; abd there- 


fore this process, to Maprors Universal Salvation, is 
new { 





All which this writer has said respecting other Var 
rious views of salvation, entertained by Universalists, 
such as that temporal death ‘being the penalty of the 
law, there can be no punishment beyond its or the 





|perish. but that all should come unto repentance. » | hopes 


"Look uuto me and be saved, all the eudsof the earth, | to pase. 


ter shows tat this cannot be, because God proposes, the road is more smooth and comfortable ; 





| Christ. haying suffered the penaliy ia our room an 


These passages, with ng proposition, which maintains exactly the same thing, p Bas provided comfortable. means and eli gible accom- 
This is new! | modations for hiss whole family on their journey, and 


‘their prospects jnstify- every rational gratification of 


the country whither they are bound, and of the dist- 
ance they must travel to reach it, some difference of 


es be forgiven; but ail could not be saved, be-|conjecture arises. Que thivks it - will require six 


| mouths to perform the journey, another is.fully per- 
says, God ‘will have all men to be saved.” But this | 


suaded that they shall all be safe at their home in 
three months; there are also different: opinions among 

them respecting the country through which they are 
Some have formed a notion that they must 
encounter very rough and fatiguing way, — others think: 
but they all 
agree that in due time, having passed’all which is ve- 
cessary, they shall arrive at tiieir destined, bappy. 
home. * Would:it not be unwise for these children to 


indulge a bitter spirit towards each other-on acootint. 


of these various. notions? Would it not be the vary. 
height of follyrand even perverseness, for these child- 
ren io refuse to travel together, to eat aud drink to- 
gether on their jourvey, because they entertained 
these diferont opinions? Let the children be oul! 


But among the children, who are ignorant of 
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aud love one another, and trust WB eek donceras to 
the wisdom and providence of the patent, who impar- 
tially regards them, and who will bear them company, 
and bring them safely home. i, B. 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. ' 
FUTURE RETRIBUTION. 


(Continued from page 134.) 


1 proceed to consider the doctrine of a Future Retri- 
bution, as held forth by our Unitarian Brethren. 

Il have never been able to learn that these divines 
have framed any system of doctrine respecting this 
subject. They appear to maintain it by no argu- 
ment; but merely state it as a fact, and as if it were 
not disputed. - They generally, or frequently, at least, 
state the idea, wholly or in part, in the language of 
some passage or passages of scripture, which they very 
well kuow the common people understand to tefer to! 
such a subject, and entirely depend on popular preju- 
dice to justify themselves in the procedure. 

They congratulate themselves, however, on account 
of their not making the future state of the wicked 
quite as bad as our Calvinistic divines represent it ; 
but if they find the Calvinists disposed to make use of 
this in any way unfavorable to their popularity, they 
will then go to work in earnest, and create a hell so 
intolerably frightful that it would even fright them- 
selves if they shouid believe one half of their own 
story. 

If the reader should say that the above statement 
seems to wear an uncharitable aspect, he must be told, 
that the sole reason is, it is a true, unvarnislied repre- 
sentation of the case. If the question be asked, how 
} can justify them in their proceedings, | answer; | 
have no right to judge them as to their motives, and 
therefore, as they are not accountable to me, | judge 
them not. ‘To their own master they stand or fall.” 

The doctrine of a future retribution, as taught by 
our Unitarian divines, maintains that happiness and 
misery, in the future world will be enjeyed and suffer- 
ed accordingly a8 men shall have lived virtuously or 
otherwise in this world. This is their simple state- 
ment, and it is likewise the statement of Calvinistic 
divines ; but what they respectively mean by this 
statement is vastly different. The Calvinists mean 
that all who are regenerated by the irresistible grace 
of God are the virtuous, and that all the rest, are 
wicked let them do ever so well in a ioral point of 
view. But the Unitarians are so liberal as to allow 
every man a due reward for all his virtues, avd are 


just to award a due punishment for every transgres- 


sion. It must furthermore be understood, that the 
Calvinists bave but one heaven for all the righteous, 
an@ one hell for all the wicked; while Uuvitarians, 
whether they know it or not, according to what they 
preach, maintain that there will be no other distinc- 
tions in the conditions of men in the future state, than 
such an infinity of variations which shall correspond 
with the infinite variety of moral character, formed in 
this mortal life. . None, who have sinned, will ever be 
so happy 28 they would have been if they had never 
sinned; ard none will be so miserable as they would 
have been if they had been more sinful in this world. 
This doctrine certainly allows that everlasting con- 
demnation will be endured, and everlasting happinese 
enjeyed by the same individual.. For instance; Da- 
vid, king of Israel, will be forever justified for the good 
deeds which he did, and in that justification will en- 
joy everlasting felicity ; on the other hand, as he was, 
in some of his acts, extremely wicked, so for them he 
will be forever condemned, and in that condemnation, 
will endure everlasting sorrow. And taking David for 


' an example, so will it be with every individual of the 


human race. St. Paul, before bis conversion to chris- 


tianity, was a most iofuriate persecutor of Jesus and 
tis disciples, for which he must suffer everlasting con- 
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demnation; but after his cony ondlan be he wasa faithtut 
disciple and Minister « of his divine master, and. for this 
he will enjoy everlasting justification. And taking St. 
Paul for gmexample, so will it be with all mankind. 

} shall mot undertake to state all. the objections to 


| this dectrine, which might be brought ; but a few may 


be mentioned, , 
Ist. ‘This doctrine suppores that what is denominat- 
ed sin is an evil, which must be attended with evil 


| consequences eternally, which constitutes an infinite 


evil. This should not be allowed as it must involve 
the original cause of this evil in moral blame. But; 
it certainly does not require a very minute investiga- 
tion to arrive at the fact that the original cause of 
whatever is must be good; and when this is seen, it is 
perfectly consistent to allow, that the final result of 
all things avust be the same as the original cause. 

2d. This doctrine is not worthy of our belief, as 
christians, for this very good reason, the founder of 
christianity never. taught.it. Our blessed Saviour 
never informed bis disciples, that they should suffer, in 
the eterna) world, everlasting condemnation for the 
faults of this wertal life. 

3d. This doctrine is a denial of the New Testament 
doctrine of entize sanctification. St. Paul speaks of a 
sanctification which shall leave neither spot nor wrin- 
kle ; and the heloved disciple says ; the blood of Christ 
cleanseth from ali sin. Surely if David and Paul are 
to suffer everlastingly for their sins, and every other 
sinner is to suffer thus, it is. very dificult to understand 
the doctrine of entire sanctification. But, 

4thly. There is hardly any view of this doctrine, 
which discovers its impropriety more evidently, than 
to contemplate it as awarding everlasting happiness 
for our virtues in this world, but no reward for any 
good we may be employed about hereafter ; anc 
on. the other hand, as awarding endless punishment for 
our sins in this world, but providing ao punishment for 
wrongs which the wicked —_ practise in the future 
state. a™ H. B. 














BOR THE MAGAZINE. 


LINES, I 
QCCASIONED BY THE DEATH OF MARY ADELINE, 
cuinp ov Cart. 8. T.-AGED TWe YESR6. 


Rest lovely babe, from sorrow fied, 
Wheré pain and mis’ry never come ; 
Calmly repose thy lowly head, 

In tranquil slumbers in the tomb. 


No sculptur’d marble speaks thy name ; 
No monumental trophies raise 

Their pompous heads, to gild thy fame, 
To mark thy grave, nor speak thy praise. 


A nobler tribute, far more dear, 

Than marble slab, or silver shrine, 

Or trophied monuments, that rear 

Their splendid heads, dear babe, is thine. 


Parental love, thine arn shall rear, 
Parental love, thy sbrine shall grace, 
Sacred to thee, the hallow’d tear 
Shall consecrate thy resting place. 


But, dearest babe, we will not mourn 

For thee, from earth, so quickly flown, 

For thou hast pass’d this dreary bourn, 
- To peaceful scenes, to earth unknown. 


Repose beneath thine humble sod ; 
Let no unhallow'd footsteps dare 
Defile the consecrated spot, 

While little Mary slumbers there. 


And when th’ archangels notes shall break, 
The slumbers of the human race, 
. Then spring to life, then, Mary, ‘wake, . 





And meet thy parent's fond embrace, J, Fae. 
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Aniedite of the King of Priusiét, 


When the King of Prussia entered Silesia the first 
time, a little Protestant town, jealous of a catholic 
village, came humbly to request permission of the king, 
to put all the inhabitants of the village to the sword. 
The king replied to the deputies, ‘‘ If that village 
were to ask my permission to cut your throats, would 
you think I did well in granting it ' 2%. “Oh, gracious 
sovereign,” said the deputies, “that would be a very 
different thing, we are of the true church.” 


CANDOR. 


The good Bishop Linesius said to those who were 
employed to consecrate him,—‘“‘I must acquaint you, 
that I will naither deceive, nor force the conscience of 
any man. I will allow every man peaceably to retain 
his own opinions, and I will adhere to mine. I will 
not teach any thing which | do not believe. If you 
will consecrate me on these conditions, | comeamt 3 if 
not, | renounce the Bishoprick.” 


The Account of the Rich Man and Lasarus, 
| A PARABLE. 


“it is a great question among interpreters, 
whether this pvarration concerning the Rich Man and 
Lazarus be a parable, or a history, or a mixture of 
both. That it is not a history, the resemblance be 
tween it and others of our Saviour’s parables, will-ea- 
sily convince any man that is not contentious ; besites 
that in some ancient copies, "ti ushered in with this 
preface, “And he spake a parale to hiv disciples; a 
certain rich man,” &c.— See Ach. Bp. Tillotsen’s Ser- 
mon on the parable. 
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ANECDOTE. 


A trinitarian and an anti-trinitarian, who well knew 
each others sentiments, on meeting, the one said to 
the other, “Sir, if Jesus Christ, be not God, ! sha'l be 
damned.” “1 well knew your meaning,” observed 
the other, “‘which is, that God the Son can save you ; 
but Ged the Father is so much inferor, he cannot save 
you." He then added—*“Sir, if Jesus Christ be the 
Eternal God, I shall he damned; for then there is no 
Mediator between God and men.” 
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MARRIED I THIS CITY, 
On Sunday evening last, by Rev. Mr. Jenks, Mr. 
Lemuel Pitts to Miss Pineline: Bartlett. 
Mr. Messena Webb to Miss Martha Lane. 


In Salem, Mr. James Southwick, of Danvers, to Miss 
Eliza Hutchinson. Mr. Thorndike P. Reed to Mise 
Sarah B. Wendall. 


In Marblehead, Mr. Thomas H. Merritt to Miss Ma- 
ry W. Hodgkins, of Salem. 
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DIED IN THIS CITY, 


On Saturday last, the Hon. Elihu Lyman, aged 44, 
a Senator for the district of Hampden. He was in his 
seat, in Senate, on Wednesday the let inst. and indi- 
cated no other illness than a slight attack of the pre- 
vailing influenza. He hag left a disconsolate widow, 
and five daughters. 

Qn Sunday morning ast, John Everett, Esq. attor- 
ney at Law, aged 25. On Saturday last, Dea. Josiah 
Sali 
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